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Doing Violence to Ourselves
The Omnibus Crime Bill of 1994
JILL BROTMAN AND
JOHNTREAT

S

ince 1980, this country's prison
population has tripled to more than
one million. The United States has the
highest rate of incarceration in the
world. In 1993, more than a thousand
people entered prison each week, at
a rate of approximately 180 a day. In
spite of the extraordinary tenacity of
punishment ideology, there has been no
demonstrable relationship between
these law enforcement strategies and
crime reduction.
In 1990, the Brookings Institution
projected that by the year 2053, half of
the U.S. population could expect to be
in prison. This prediction preceded the
"truth" -in-sentencing epidemic that
seized the nation at both the state and
federal levels. Like the Crime Bill, truthin-sentencing was founded in public
hysteria and political bombast, rather
than judicial integrity, good scholarship,
or informed public policy.
The passage of the federal "Violent
Crime Control and Law Enforcement
Act" last August guarantees not only a
frightening future but a frightening present, and, as Father Robert Drinan has
noted, is "one more step into [the] heart

of darkness." Given the provisions of the
Crime Bill, the number of U.S. prisoners will more than double again to at
least 2.26 million within the next
decade. Perhaps more significantly, serious in-roads have been made into the
civil liberties of all Americans.
People in many cultures seem to need
some "other" to hate. In this post coldwar age, we in the U.S. can no longer
indulge our aggressions by demonizing
the U.S.S.R Among the most potent

scapegoats at this juncture are "criminals."
(And as parts of the Federal Crime Bill
demonstrate, those only "accused" will do
in a pinch.) The value of anti-crime
rhetoric has reached an all-time high.
Social rationality - the reasonable
assessment of cause and effect relationships between social policy and the social
behavior it targets-has been subverted
by political expediency and short-sightedness. Punishment without rehabilitacontinued on page five

Death Penalty
continued from page three

a high-school student in 1981. Nine years
later he was awarded a new trial when evidence was uncovered which showed that
the prosecutor had withheld evidence
pointing towards Brandley's mnocence

tion are slim. This is because before trial
the defendant does not need to prove
anything. The burden of proof is on the
state, which must show the defendant
guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. However, after the defendant has been found

•
His appeal based on this newly discovered evidence
was filed three days late, and because ofthis error, made
by his attorneys, the ... courts refused to hear the new evidence.
Roger Coleman was executed on _May 22, 1992.

•
and that prosecution witnesses had com- guilty, the presumption of guilt shifts in
mitted perjury. One judge described the favor of the state. Now the burden of
trail as a "shocking scenario of the effects proof falls on the d~fendant to prove to a
of racial prejudice, perjured testimony, court that s/he is not guilty. And now it is
[and] intimidation of witnesses .... " All no longer enough to raise a reasonable
charges were subsequently dropped and doubt.
To overturn a conviction the defenBrandley was freed.
Randall Dale Adams was convicted dant must produce "clear and comand sentenced to death for the murder of pelling" proof of innocence. And this
a police officer. In 1988, a documentary new evidence must be presented within a
film, "The Thin Blue Line," raised seri- limited time. Seventeen states limit the
ous questions about the case against time allowed to present new evidence to
Adams; the evidence it uncovered formed 60 days after conviction. Eighteen other
the basis for a petition for a new trial. In states _have limits ranging from one to
1989, an appeals court judge set aside the three years. And they strictly adhere to
conviction stating " [the] state was guilty that rule. Roger Coleman's volunteer
of suppressing evidence favorable to the attorneys uncovered evidence of his innoaccused, deceiving the trial court... and . cence after his conviction for murder.
knowingly using perjured testimony." However, his appeal based on this newly
Adams was released after the court discovered evidence was filed three days
dropped all the charges against him-hut late, and because of this error, made by his
only after he had spent twelve years in attorneys, the Virginia state courts and
prison for a crime he did not commit.
federal appeals courts refused to hear the
new evidence. Roger Coleman was exe•
Cases like this are not as rare as the cuted on May 22, 1992.
public might imagine. An article in the
As Justice Marshall pointed out:
Miami Herald, July 11, 1988, describes "Proving one's innocence after a jury findthe case of fourteen prisoners who were ing of guilt is almost impossible. While
sentenced to death and who were later reviewing courts are willing to entertain
found to be innocent. In 1987, the all kinds of collateral attacks where a senStanford La.w Review found 349 such tence of death is involved, they very rarely
cases in an extensive nationwide study. dispute the jury's interpretation of innoAnd a recently published book, In Spite cence .. .if an innocent man has been
of Innocence, expands on the Stanford found guilty, he must then depend on the
study, noting that since 1900 there have good faith of the prosecutor's office to
been 416 documented cases of innocent help him establish his innocence."
persons who have been convicted of
However, as you might expect, after a
potentially capital crimes in the U.S.
successful conviction the prosecutor's
Unfortunately, once an innocent per- office is very unlikely to cooperate in
son has been convicted and sentenced to overturning the conviction which it
death, their chances of eventual exonera- worked to so hard to achieve. This can be
Page Four
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for several reason.s: vanity; concern over
conviction rates; political ambitions; or
even to cover-up its own overzealousness
or prosecutorial misconduct. For whatever reason, prosecutors are very unlikely
to aid in proving a convicted person's
innocence, and thus innocent people
are sometimes executed. Let's look at
two cases:
Leonel Torres Herrera was convicted
and sentence to death for the 1982 murders of two police officers. Some years
after his conviction, an attorney who had
represented Herrera's brother came forward with evidence that Herrera's brother, Raul, who had died in 1984, had confessed to the murders. In addition, Raul's
son, who was nine years old at the time of
the killings, gave a sworn statement that
he was an ey_e witness to the crime and
saw his father commit the murders.
Because Texas law says that any new evidence must be presented within 30 days
of the conviction, Herrera's motion was
denied. The U.S. Supreme Court upheld
Texas' decision by ruling that his claim of
"actual innocence" was in itself not a constitutional claim for which judicial relief
could be granted. Justice Harry
Blackmun attacked what he saw as an
outrageous and ominous decision by the
court, declaring in his dissenting opinion
that the "execution of a person who can
show that he is innocent comes perilously close to simple murder." Leonel
Herrera was executed on May 12, 1993.
Willie Darden was convicted of the
1973 murder of a store-owner during an
attempted robbery. Alibi evidence from
two completely independent witnesses
came to light in 1986 that showed that
Darden could not have committed the
murder. This new evidence was never
considered by the courts on its merits,
but was dismissed on technical grounds.
Even before the new evidence emerged,
the U.S. Supreme Court was bitterly
divided over the case and upheld the conviction by a narrow five to four majority.
The dissenting justices criticized the
majority for being willing to send to his
death a man who had not received a fair
trial, and for being "willing to tolerate a
level of fairness and reliability so low it
should make conscientious prosecutors
December, 1994
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cringe." Willie Darden was executed on
March 15, 1988.

•
Since 1973, more than 43 people
have been released from prison after
being sentenced to death despite their
innocence. As former U.S. Supren;ie
Court Justice William Douglas once
noted: "One who reviews the records of
criminal trials need not look long to find
an instance where the issue of guilt or
innocence hangs in delicate balance. A
judge who denies a stay of execution in a
capital case often wonders if an innocent
man is going to his death."
For the sake of argument, let's
assume that there are some individuals
who "deserve" to be executed for their
crimes. The real question is do we need to
conduct executions? As long as capital
punishment remains a part of our penal

There art several organizations working
diligmtly to abolish capital punishmmt
in this country. They nttd our help and
support. Pltast contact ont oftht following groups:
In Massachusetts -

MCADPF, 14
Beacon St., Room 507, Boston, MA
02108. (617) 720-4366.
Catholics Against Capital Punishment, P.O. Box 3125, Arlington, VA
22203, (703) 522-5014.
National Coalition to Abolish the
Death Penalty, 918 "F" St., Nw, 6th
Floor, Washington, DC, 20004,
(202) 347-2411.
Murder Victims Families for Reconciliation, P.O. Box 208, Atlantic, VA,
23303, (804) 824-0948.
Amnesty International-Campaign
to Abolish the Death Penalty, 322
Eight Ave, New York, NY 10001,
(212) 807-8400.
American Civil Liberties UnionCapital Punishment Project, 122
Maryland Ave., NE, Washington, DC
20002, (202) 675-2319.
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system, innocent persons will be executed. It is inevitable.
There are suitable alternatives. Those
who oppose the death penalty favo~ its
replacement with sentences of life without parole or natural life sentences.
Granted, some innocent people will still
be wrongfully sentenced to life imprisonment, but as long as they remain alive,
there is the hope of someday proving
their innocence. Once you are executed,

the opportunity for you to prove your
innocence dies with you. There is no one
who can bring you back to say, "We're
sorry, we made a mistake."
•

Michael Ross is a condemned man on
Connecticut's death row. He has been
on death row since June of 1987. He is
currently under a stay of execution
pending the completion of an appeals
process.

Crime Bill
continued.from page one

tive programs not only precludes help for
a class of citizens desperately in need of
educational, vocational, medical, and
mental health services, it simply cannot
and does not produce changed behavior.
Research data has repeatedly shown that
reintegration programs (furloughs and
work release) decrease recidivism. College
education programs also dramatically
decrease recidivism. Yet politicians pander
to an impassioned and angry public with
a punishment agenda that has, for example, eliminated furlough, work release,
and prison college programs.
In this context, a slow economy and
mid-term Congressional elections led legislators to translate a bill fraught with
Constitutional defects and sleight-ofhand funding into the largest, most
expensive crime bill in history. Even
staunch liberals such as Massachusetts
Sen. Edward Kennedy voted for the original (and even more odious) Senate version with only four U.S. Senators refusing
to support it.
The act was first introduced as a 964page Senate bill in the fall of 1993. A
House-Senate conference committee
melded that version with two, more moderate, House bills. Though it passed by 94
to 4, the original Senate version was riddled with inconsistencies, and was in
many respects so outrageous that it
seemed to be little more than election
year grandstanding. For instance, the bill
contained not one ·but two contradictory
three-strikes provisions. The incongruities
suggested that many Senators wanted to
author their own tough section of the bill
to use in the upcoming election.
Opponents of the bill hoped the Senate
RESIST Newsletter

version would prove to be a rhetorical
exercise, and that the conference committee would adopt substantial portions of
the House bills.
In spite of a sustained fight waged for
nearly ten months by many organizations
(American Friends Service Committee,
NAACP, American Bar Association, Citizens United for the Rehabilitation of
Errants, American Civil Liberties Union,
National Legal Aid and Defender Association, Center for Constitutional Rights,
Families Against Mandatory Minimums,
The Sentencing Project, for example), the
conference committee report favored
much of the original Senate bill over the
House proposals. The final report consists
of33 Tides and spans 412 pages. The size
of the legislation precludes detailed analysis here. 1 Those interested in more
detailed study than what follows should
request the Violent Crime Control
Conference Report (103-711) from their
Congressperson.
Potentially Positive Elements

of the Bill
Provisions in the Crime Bill regarding community crime prevention and aid
to local law enforcement are difficult to
decipher. Several Tides are devoted to
guidelines for administration of several
billion dollars in grants to local government and private agencies. The Congressional Black Caucus worked hard to protect the prevention money that made it
into the final draft of the Bill. The efficacontinued on the next page
1. The ACLU has issued a 20-page analysis of civil
liberties abuses in the Crime Bill. The authors
gratefully acknowledge this work.
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cy of these funds, which conservatives decried as "pork," of course will
depend on who receives them.
The authorization of $8 billion over
the next five years for additional police
officers may mean little, given that local
city governments are responsible for 25
percent of salaries and all health and pension benefits for new officers in the first
five years, as well as 100 percent of salary
and benefits for police force expansion in
subsequent years. Local governments
simply may not be able to come up with
their share of the funds and the matching
funds will not be turned over.
The Crime Bill bans 19 kinds of
assault weapons and contains a safety
valve allowing some non-violent drug
offenders to avoid mandatory minimum
sentences if they "cooperate" with prosecutors. Within the $5.S billion allocated
for prevention, $20 million is earmarked
for a pilot family unity demonstration
program that will allow some non-violent
offenders to serve their time with their
children in community correctional facilities. Finally, Title II creates the Office of
Correctional Training and Placement and
mandates job training and placement for
prisoners and ex-offenders. Pauline and
Charles Sullivan of the national Citizens
United for the Rehabilitation of Errants
(CURE) are responsible for the inclusion
of these last two elements. However,
despite these potentially positive sections,
the Crime Bill contains a host of legislation that, from our point of view, seriously undermines social justice.
Death Penalty
Title VI of the Conference Report
reinstates the death penalty for a dozen
federal offenses by making procedures
for capital trials consistent with Supreme
Court requirements in Furman v.
Georgia, the 1976 decision that reinstated the death penalty. The Title also
expands the number of crimes that carry
the death penalty from two to 58. Death
is legislated for some crimes in which
there has been no homicide, this in spite
of the limitation provided by the
Eighth Amendment, which restricts
the death penalty to crimes involving
murder.
Page Six

The Bill deletes the current federal
prohibition against executing people
deemed to be so mentally incapacitated
they cannot understand proceedings nor
aid their defense attorneys. It federalizes
many crimes that can already be prosecuted under state laws, thereby making
defendants eligible for execution, if the
case is tried in federal rather than state
court. These new federal offenses include
carjacking, drive-by shootings, and gun
murders committed during a drug
felony. This represents an encroachment
by federal authorities over areas traditionally under state jurisdiction. Most
disappointing, the conference committee
failed to incorporate the House Racial
Justice Act, which addressed the exhaustively-documented racial bias of death
sentences. This would have provided a
wedge in capital cases by allowing legal
challenge at least to those death sentences in which racial bias could be
demonstrated.
Sentencing and Sanctions
The Crime Bill does not include any
new mandatory minimums (largely as a
result of the extensive work of Families
Against Mandatory Minimums), but it
does legislate more severe federal sentences for already prohibited behaviors.
For example, sentences are increased for
drug trafficking in prison-an easier way
to lengthen a prison sentence than most
of us in the free world can imagine; for
drug dealing in "drug-free zones,"
whether or not the accused is aware of the
geographical parameters of the zone; for
drug use in federal prisons; and for
belonging to a "criminal street gang."
Title XXXII doubles time to be served
both for arson and for manslaughter.
These provisions will greatly increase the
size of the federal prison population.
Title II of the bill forces state legislatures to enact longer sentences for offenders by linking the availability of federal
funds for prison expansion to state sentencing policies. To receive federal construction grants, states must either pass
blanket "truth" -in-sentencing legislation,
ensuring "violent" offenders serve 85 percent of their sentences (virtually eliminating good-time and nearly abolishing
parole), or pass a package of specific legRESIST Newsletter

islation with the same net effect. 2
The provision vastly overburdens the
states, in that federal grants cannot total
more than 25 percent of total project
costs. Moreover, what the bill does not ·
make clear, and what studies reveal, is
that the construction of a prison represents less than ten percent of total operating costs over a prison's first 20 years. This
means that states will be increasing their
prison populations, by increasing sentence lengths, in order to qualify for
funding that ultimately will amount to
less than two percent of the cost of expansion over the first two decades.
The Bill's much-touted "three
strikes" provision dictates a life sentence
for persons convicted of three "violent"
felonies or two "violent" felonies and one
"serious" drug offense. The inclusion of
the drug offense is particularly troubling,
since quantity of drug sold is weighted
more heavily than degree of culpability
(and so a low-level "courier" may receive
more time on a large drug deal than a
higher-level "distributor" for a smaller
quantity sold). It should also be noted
that "violent" felonies include "attempts"
to commit "violent" felonies, so that any
event construed as an "attempt," becomes
a "strike."
The Bill has a dangerous retroactive
element. Defendants may have previously pleaded guilty to charges as part of a
deal, for the sake of expediency, that now
will be counted as strikes towards a
potential life sentence. Had the defendant known at the earlier time that threestrikes legislation was in the offing, s/he
might never have pled guilty to the
charges.
Three strikes will likely make the
Bureau of Prisons the country's single
2. We have put quotation marks around those
words that are subject to variable interpretation.
Truth-in-sentencing legislation, for example, pre_surnably means that "what you see is what you
get": the number of years indicated in the sentence would be precisely what the defendant
would serve. However, such legislation masks a
whole range of inequities and problems we don't
have space to discuss here. The attribution of"violence" is a label often used by prosecutors in "fact"
or "charge" bargaining, in order to force a plea of
guilty, rather than a measure of some element of
absolute reality in the criminal event.
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CrimeBill
largest geriatric health care provider.
While one section of the bill does create a
safety valve for the parole of prisoners
over 70 years of age who have served
more than 30 years, the absurdity of the
entire policy is clear if we consider the 80year-old prisoner who has spent two
decades in prison but nonetheless is ineligible for release. Three-strikes ignores
established data regarding the length of
criminal careers. The vast majority of
habitual offenders have been shown to
abandon criminal activity by their late
forties.
The three-strikes provision makes
monstrous scenarios likely in which persons convicted of minor offenses, such as
possession of marijuana, can receive life
sentences. Three-strikes legislation may
do nothing to increase public safety, but
will certainly lead to an unprecedented
expansion of the corrections-industrial
complex in the U.S. The substitution of a
national prison mania for erstwhile
defense expenditures takes concrete form
in the section of the Bill that proposes the
conversion of closed military installations
into federal prison facilities.
Two of the Bill's titles allow adult
prosecution of children as young as 13
years of age. In fact, if states want federal
money, they must adopt federal guidelines that require the bindover, from juvenile to adult court, of 16 and 17-year-olds
who commit "violent" crimes. If legislators are comfortable with this beca,use
they've been influenced by media
exploitation of crime among African
American and Latino youth, the racial
implications are serious. Moreover, this
legislation is the philosophical antithesis
of the fundamental precept underlying
the U.S. juvenile justice system: that children should be given the opportunity to
be healed and become functioning citizens. The prosecution of children as
adults is so much a departure from traditional practice that there is a complete
absence of housing for juveniles in federal facilities.

Pell Grants and Prisoners Rights
Title II of the Bill ends prisoner eligibility for Pell Grants. Pell Grants to prisoners provided funding that enabled colleges to go into prisons nationwide and
¼L 3, #JO

offer associate degree, bachelor degree,
and even vocational training programs.
Although prisoner awards represented a
negligible amount of the total program,
and the denial of all prisoner monies will
increase grants to non-prisoners by less .
than $5 per student, Sen. Jesse Helms (RNC) and others were successful in terminating prisoner eligibility. This is a poor
way to fight crime since national studies

been found to be at fault. This has the
potential for endless relitigation, with
conditions never ameliorated and cases
extended ad nauseam, and violates the
basic principle of the "finality of judgements." Furthermore, the legislation has
serious public health implications. As we
have recently seen with increased cases of
tuberculosis and measles in state prison
systems, overcrowding affects the safety

•
The substitution ofa national prison mania for erstwhile
defense expenditures takes concrete form in the section ofthe Bill
that proposes the conversion ofclosed military installations
into federal prison facilities.

•
have shown repeatedly that higher education is correlated with reducing recidivism by 35 to 40 percent. Post-secondary
education has also been an inexpensive
method of decreasing prison violence for
prisoners serving long or life sentences.
The ability of prisoners to effectively
challenge (and thereby improve) conditions of confinement has long been held
to be their inalienable constitutional
right. Title II contains provisions that
undermine that right. Section 20409
strips the judiciary of its long-held
dominion over the delineation and
enforcement of those rights. Under the
new section, federal courts can hold overcrowding to be unconstitutional, or
prison and jail conditions to violate the
Eighth Amendment, only if cruel and
unusual punishment is demonstrated to
affect that specific plaintiff. The section
reads further, "The relief in a case ... shall
extend no further than necessary to
remove the conditions that are causing
the cruel and unusual punishment of the
plainti,ff inmate." [Italics ours.] It is not
clear what the repercussions of the new
language will be for suits already certified
as class actions, if the (original) plaintiff
inmate is moved to another prison.
This section also allows prison systems that have been ordered by federal
court to remedy Eighth Amendment violations, to have, at their request, their
court orders opened and modified at twoyear in tervals---even after a case has been
decided and the state's prison system has
RESIST Newsletter

of both staff and inmates through
increased possibility of contagion, diminished health services, and escalating tension and violence.
Prisoners have long been able to file
suits in forma pauperis, which means that
those inmates too poor to pay court costs
and legal fees could request that the the
fees be waived. At Conference, both
House and Senate adopted a provision
that augments the grounds upon which a
judge may summarily dispose of such
suits. Historically, pro se suits-suits filed
by prisoners proceeding on their own
behalf without an attorney-have been
one of a very few ways prisoners could
address grievances. Such suits have resulted in some important court decisions.
The dilution of the standard means
denial of the basic due process right of a
hearing in open court.

Anti-Immigrant Provisions

In spite of the Supreme Court's
repeated decision that the Constitution
entitles U.S.-resident aliens the same due
process rights as are accorded citizens,
Title XIII eliminates deportation hearings for non-permanent resident aliens
convicted of "aggravated felonies." Now
the decision will be made by a single officer of the Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS). According to the
American Civil Liberties Union, the INS
has a history of mistakenly deporting lawful permanent residents and even U.S.
citizens. Hearings have previously miniPage Seven

In each issue ofthe newsletter we
highlight a few recent grants made to
groups around the country. This month
we feature grants to prisoner advocacy and
anti-death penalty groups. The information in these brief reports is provided to us
by the groups themselves. For more details,
please write to them at the addresses
included here.

The Massachusetts
Lifers Organization

P.O. Box 43, Norfolk, MA 02056
The Massachusetts Lifers Organization
(MLO) was started in 1991 by prisoners
serving life sentences in Massachusetts who
wanted to educate themselves, other prisoners, and outside advocates about prison
issues. RESIST has provided several grants
to the group and they write: "The political
reality of the day dictates that very few organizations have either the will or the courage
to fund groups such as ours. We commend
the entire RESIST board for their courage
and dedication." We are pleased to have been
able to support the MLO, which has significantly expanded its networking capacity in
recent years. In April of 1994, MLO held the
largest Criminal Justice Seminar ever held
within a correctional institution at MCINorfolk. The seminar was attended by over
130 outside activists and over 100 prisoners.
MLO focuses on human rights issues
and organizing around criminal justice. The
group has .also registered well over 2,000
prisoners to vote in general elections. The
group works with criminal justice students
at colleges throughout the state, organizes
demonstrations at legislative hearings at the
State House, supports death row prisoners

in other states, works on behalf of battered
women in prison, and works to dispel "disinformation" put out by the political right
wing. The group has both an internal and
external Board of Directors, and has representatives at seven Massachusetts prisons.
MLO has two methods of disseminating information: the MLO Digest and the
MLO Newsletter. These go not only to prisoners throughout Massachusetts, but to all
criminal justice and related organizations.
A recent effort was to counter extremely
misleading and hate-filled pro-death penalty
editorials with reasoned, well-written
responses. RESIST's recent grant was used
to distribute these two publications.

Murder Victims Families for
Reconciliation

P.O. Box 1213, Griffin, GA 30224
Murder Victims Families for Reconciliation (MVFR) is a national organization
for people who have had someone murdered
in their family and oppose the death penalty. The organization was founded in 1978
by a woman whose mother-in-law was murdered but who found a deeper healing
through reconciliation than through continuing a cycle of violence and retribution.
MVFR has grown steadily and now has a
membership list of over 5,000 family memhers, supporters, and prisoners on death
row. The eleven member Board of Directors
are all volunteers who have lost someone to
murder. The group does extensive media
work and speaking tours, and organized a
successful "Journey of Hope" last year in
Indiana in 1993, speaking to more than
3,000 people in 25 cities and towns.
MVFR's goals are to abolish the death

r---------------------------------------------------------------,
Join the RESIST Pledge Program
·
We'd like you to consider becoming a
RESIST Pledge. Pledges account for over
25% of our income. By becoming a pledge,
you help guarantee RESIST a fixed and
dependable source of income on which we
can build our grant making program. In
return, we will send you a monthly pledge
letter and reminder along with your
newsletter. We will keep you up-to-date on
the groups we have funded, and the other
work being done at RESIST. So take the
plunge and become a RESIST Pledge! We
cound on you, and the groups we fund
count on us.

•

Yes! I would like to become a RESIST
Pledge. I'd like to pledge $ _ _ _ __,
(circle one)
monthly
bimonthly
quarterly
2x a year
yearly
D Enclosed is my pledge contribution of
$_ _ _ _ __

D I can't join the pledge program just
now, but here's a contribution to support your work. $________
Name _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Address _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
City/State/Zip

~IST
One Summer Street• Somerville, MA 02143 • (617)623-5110

penalty and create alternative choices which
respect life; and to strengthen the anti-death
penalty movement nationwide. The Georgia
branch is particularly focused on work in
that state, where African Americans comprise 50% of prisoners on death row although they make up only 27% of the state's
population. They write: "The death penalty
... feeds on the inability of the poor to provide effective legal counsel. We continue to
fight the arbitrary use of the death penalty
against the poor and people of color."
RESIST's recent grant was to support a
"Journey of Hope" in Georgia. This was a
major educational event that took place in
October. Local organizers planned events in
16 communities in order to contribute
information and perspective missing from
the public debate on crime, violence, and
the death penalty. Events included large rallies, press conferences, teach-ins, and meetings with targeted public officials, newspaper
editorial boards, and survivors of murder.

Uncompromising Books

216M Paseo Del Pueblo Norte, #373
Taos, NM, 87571
Uncompromising Books is a non-profit
group organized to distribute books that
expose government and corporate violations
of the environment and of the rights of
indigenous peoples. The group was founded
in order to distribute The American Indian
in the White Man's Prisons: A Story of
Genocide because mainstream publishers
who were interested in the book required
changes and deletions relating to the prison
and legal system's abuse of prisoners. In
particular, the book promotes the point of
view that the U.S. prison system's "goal is
to condition all prisoners and society at
large to not only be submissive but to
actively destroy any resistance .... "
The goal of the organization is to promote legislation that will protect the religious freedom of American Indians and
Indian prisoners; to educate criminal justice
students about these issues; and to use any
profits from book sales to advocate for the
rights of indigenous peoples and the environment. The book was written by Native
American prisoners, former prisoners, and
spiritual leaders, and was compiled and edited by Little Rock Reed, former editor of
Iron Horse Drum, a newsletter for Indian
prisoners. The book includes historical and
continued on page nine
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